0*1/19/2006 13:52 7709510933 



THOMAS, KAYDEN 



PAGE 07 



app icatic 
theiein. 



Serial Wo.; 10/686,689 
Art Unit: 9176 

REMARKS 

the Office Action Summary, item 8, it is indicated that claims 1 through 10 are subject to 
restjkctioi u However, claims 1 through 9 have been cancelled, and claim 10 is directed to the 
pre^ dousl / elected species. In addition, claims 18 through 27 have been canceled. Clarification is, 
therefore requested. 

C aim 28 has been amended to make clear that curing of call of the layers takes place after 



a of all of the layers. Claim 3 0 has been amended to correct an inadvertent redundancy 



A 11 of the claims in the case, i.e., claims 10 through 17 and 28-30 are now believed to be 
allc(Wabl( for the following reasons, 

C laims 10-17 and 28-30 have beenrejected as being unpatentable overU.S* Patent 
56,|82,1 f 6 of Greer in view of U.S. patent 6,849,333 of Schissei, et al This rejection is 
res|ectfu ly traversed. 

V r ith regard to the limitation in the claims in one form or another that the three coatings are 
apdjtied p rior to curing any of the coatings, it is believed clear that Greer does not show or remotely 
sug jest s ich a clear cut limitation. Greer in his discussion of the prior art, does not indicate its 
app licabi ity to his coating method. He makes no mention of a simultaneous curing of all of the 
coajpngs. 

C reer states in column 4, lines 36 through 41 , that in accordance with his invention, the 
col&r coa ing is applied over the cladding and cured. No mention is made of an outer coating in this 
cas i, hen :e it must be assumed that the color coating is cured prior to the application of an outer 
coa ing. h column 5, lines 42 through 48, Greer refers to the color coating being cured, being 
applied t< * the cladding, the inner, or the outer coating, with no indication of the timing of the 
cur ng. 1 he only mention of three coating layers appears to be at column 5, lines 24-27, where 
Gre er inc icates that a tertiary coating 20 may be applied over a previously applied outer coating. If 
this were a wet-on- wet application, then Greer would have said that the tertiary coating was applied 
ove r a sii lultaneously applied outer coating. 

lx column 7, lines 9 through 13, lines 29 through 32, and lines 63 through 67 Greer states 
tha|the c )lor coating is applied and cured. There is no mention of the curing of the primary coating 



m 

i 

CO 

K 

O 

o 



PAGE 7/8* RCVD AT 1/180006 12:48:37 PM [Eastern Standard Time] * SVfcUSPTOEFXRF^S* DfflS:2738300 1 CSE):7709510933 1 DURATION (mm-ss):02-28 



' 01/13/20B6 13:52 7709510933 



THOMAS, KAYDEN 



PAGE 08 



and the 
from the 



hav 



cla rly 



Serial No.: 10/686,689 
Ait Unit: 9176 

si condary coating, and it is believed that to infer a simultaneous curing of all of the coatings 
3reer disclosure is not possible. 

is believed, in view of the foregoing, that the Greer reference, either singly or in 
binatjon with Schissel, et al 9 fails to teach the limitations of the amended claims, and hence 

ticipate these claims. Greer's failure to indicate when the color coating is cured relative to 
ther^oatings negates any inference that he discloses or suggests simultaneous curing of all of 
Likewise, there is no disclosure in Greer or Schissel, et at. of three different coatings 
different moduli, as claimed in claim 30. 

view of the foregoing, it is respectfully submitted that all of the claims in the case are 
allowable, and favorable action in that regard is earnestly solicited. 
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Respectfully submitted, 
David P. Kelley, Reg. 
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